Abstract This is the traditional triennial note used by the Editors to give the readers of 4OR information on the state of the journal and its future. In the three years that have passed since the last editorial note (Liberti et al. in 4OR 10(1):1-13, 2012), three volumes (each containing four issues) of the journal have been published:
our four page abstracts were counted by ISI as regular papers hence penalizing our impact factor. After a long negotiation with Thomson Reuters, we decided to limit them to a single section of at most two pages, without author's affiliation, abstract and bibliography, so that they are now classified as sort of Letters to the Editors and not counted as papers. The new policy started in 2012, hence it influenced the impact factors starting from 2013.
• Our current 0.918 impact factor is very satisfactory for a relatively young journal:
it is higher than that of well established journals Liberti et al. (2013b) , edited by the Editors-in-Chief, where updated versions of the surveys have been republished.
• Along the triennium, the board of associate editors was enlarged, to better reflect the fields of Operations Research in which we receive many submissions. We would like to welcome all editors, and thank them for their effort towards the development of 4OR.
Plagiarism and other tricks
In the first years of its existence 4OR has been subject to a number of attempts to publish plagiarized articles, that have been publicized by 4OR editorials. The most (in)famous cases were those concerning -Dǎnuţ Marcu: see the Editorials by Bouyssou et al. (2006 Bouyssou et al. ( , 2009 that were followed by an investigation by Soifer (2007) ; -M. Sreenivas and T. Srinivas: see the Editorial by Bouyssou et al. (2009) Mahey (2010) ]. To our knowledge, after these reports the activities of these individuals have terminated: nowadays, if one googles their names, evidence of their misconduct immediately shows up, so they have very little possibility of pursuing their objective.
In 2012 Springer made the ©Ithenticate software available to the Editors-in-Chief. All submissions are now checked using it, which allowed us to detect new (minor) plagiarism attempts: the authors have been banned from submitting to 4OR (you can see the list of banned authors at our web page http://www.4or.be/Plagiarism.html).
Frequently, an unmasked plagiarist (normally, a professor) persuades one of his co-authors (normally, a student) to take over the full responsibility of the attempted action (see http://nanopolitan.blogspot.it/2009/11/plagiarism-hall-of-shame-case-from.html. At 4OR, all authors of a submitted paper are now notified by email at the beginning of the reviewing process.
In recent years, other tools have been developed that threaten the journals' scientific integrity. In 2012, the Elsevier Editorial System (EES) was hacked. Quoting from Elsevier Connect (see http://www.elsevier.com/connect/faking-peer-reviews), What happened here is that in late October, one of the editors of Optics & Laser Technology alerted our EES team that reviewers for two of his assigned submissions had been invited but not by him. Our team immediately launched an investigation and discovered that someone had been able to retrieve the EES username and password information for this editor.
More recently, a somehow similar trick was implemented, as revealed by Ferguson et al. (2014) in Science. Certain journals ask or allow a submitting author to provide a list of possible reviewers. In the unmasked case, an "author" suggested names of real scientists but with bogus email addresses, that were in fact owned by himself. He then sent positive referee reports, recommending acceptance of the paper. At 4OR we do not allow submitting authors to suggest potential reviewers for their papers.
Another kind of misconduct was recently brought to light by the same journal [see Hvistendahl (2013) ]. Quoting Science, "There are some authors who don't have much use for their papers after they're published, and they can be transferred to you", a sales agent for a company called Wanfang Huizhi told a Science reporter posing as a scientist. Wanfang Huizhi, the agent explained, acts as an intermediary between researchers with forthcoming papers in good journals and scientists needing to snag publications. The company would sell the title of co-first author on the cancer paper for 90,000 yuan ($ 14,800). Adding two names as first author and corresponding author would run $ 26,300, with a deposit due upon acceptance and the rest on publication. A purported sales document from Wanfang Huizhi obtained by Science touts the convenience of this kind of arrangement: "You only need to pay attention to your academic research. The heavy labor can be left to us. Our service can help you make progress in your academic path!" When a paper is accepted by 4OR, any variation in the authors list must be highlighted to the Editors-in-Chief: It is at their discretion as to whether these changes are allowed.
What has been published?
In addition to editorials like the present one, the journal currently publishes papers in five different sections:
-invited surveys; -research papers; -abstracts of PhD Theses; -industry papers; -education papers. Table 1 . We detail below, for each of the sections of the journal, which papers were published and how they were selected.
Invited surveys
Twelve invited surveys (one per issue) were published in volumes 10-12. The average length of these papers was 31 pages (compared to 32 in volumes 1-3, 39 in volumes 4-6, and 30 in volumes 7-9) with a minimum of 18 pages and a maximum of 51 pages. One fourth of the journal is devoted to these texts. Although the room taken up by these surveys decreases the space left for research articles, our survey section is an established and appreciated feature of 4OR. As survey articles are often referenced, the visibility of the journal is increased, which is beneficial to all authors in the long run.
Our policy is to publish surveys written by well-established scholars, presenting the state-of-the-art of relevant Operations Research areas. Papers in this section are solicited by one of the Editors-in-Chief, and are reviewed collectively by all of them. A further priority of ours is that the survey authors should come from a large variety of countries (see Table 2 ; we conventionally record the affiliation of the majority of authors, using that of the first author to break ties). Two out of twelve surveys came from outside the EU.
We detail in Sect. 4.1 how the Annals of Operations Research volume containing the ones in volumes 7-9 saw light. We detail in Sect. 4.2 the invited surveys that were published in volumes 10-12.
The annals of operations research volumes
There is a long standing collaboration between 4OR and Annals of Operations Research (AOR). Every three years, AOR publishes a special issue which collects all of the surveys published in the preceding three years by 4OR. This collaboration started in 2006 at the suggestion of Peter L. Hammer (former Editor-in-Chief of Bouyssou et al. (2007) , the second in Bouyssou et al. (2010) and the third in Liberti et al. (2013b) . We summarize the contents of the last issue here, referring the reader to Liberti et al. (2013a) for a more detailed description. 
Invited surveys: 2012-2014
The following surveys were published in volumes 10-12. Amaran et al. (2014)]: Simulation optimization refers to the optimization of an objective function subject to constraints, both of which can be evaluated through a stochastic simulation. Satyajith Amaran, Nick Sahinidis, Bikram Sharda and Scott Bury review some of the diverse applications that have been tackled by these methods and speculate on future directions in the field.
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Research papers
Research papers published
Regular papers are the core of the journal. We published 38 such papers in volumes 10-12, giving an average number of 3.17 research papers per issue. For volumes 1-9, we had an average of 2.78. Table 3 details the country of origin of the papers published (using the same convention as above). Belgium, France and Italy account for 42 % of all papers. The average length of the research papers published in volumes 10-12 is 17.6 pages with a minimum of 4 pages, a maximum of 34 pages and a median of 18 pages. This is detailed in Table 4 . This seems in line with our policy of favoring the publication of short papers, although we do not have a strict rule concerning the maximum length of a research paper.
Selection of research papers
We give here information on the reviewing process of research papers for which a decision was made between 1 January 2012 and 31 December 2014. Some of these papers have been submitted before 1 January 2012.
Except for few cases of plagiarism that were fortunately detected and a couple of parallel submissions, the reviewing process of the papers was rather smooth. The collaboration between the three editors and the area editors proved effective and efficient. In order to interpret this, rather high, rejection rate one should keep in mind that the editorial policy of the journal, in order to ensure a fast and fair processing of the manuscripts, is to reject all papers needing a major revision. After they have been revised, some of these papers are resubmitted to the journal, in which case they are considered as new submissions.
Time before decision
The mean time between the reception of the paper and the communication of the decision to the authors was 51 days (to be compared with 122, 144 and 142 days for papers with a decision in 2009 , 2006 -2008 and before 31 December 2005 with a median of 10 days, a minimum of 0 days and a maximum of 330 days. Information on the reviewing time of research papers is summarized in Table 5 .
For the 464 papers that were rejected, the mean time before decision was 48 days (99, 130 and 125 for papers processed in 2009 , 2006 -2008 and before 31 December 2005 with a minimum time of 0 days (paper rejected the day it was received) and a maximum time of 330 days.
For the 35 papers that were accepted the average time before decision was 92 days, i.e., 3 months (253, 198 and 183 days for papers processed in 2009 (253, 198 and 183 days for papers processed in -2011 (253, 198 and 183 days for papers processed in , 2006 (253, 198 and 183 days for papers processed in -2008 (253, 198 and 183 days for papers processed in and before 31 December 2005 with a minimum of 0 days (corresponding to a paper re-submitted after having been rejected because it needed a major revision) and a maximum of 264 days. Table 6 summarizes the country of origin of the submissions for which a decision was made between 1 January 2012 and 31 December 2014 (using the same convention as above; Table 7 gives more details).
Origin of papers
The fact that the journal is attracting papers from outside the three promoting countries is happily confirmed. It should also be noticed that, within Europe, there is no significant difference between the rejection rate according to the country of origin of the authors: papers coming from Belgium, France or Italy obviously do not receive a special treatment when compared to papers received from other European countries.
A substantial number of papers is received from countries outside Europe and having quite well structured academic systems (mostly from Brazil, Taiwan and the USA). The very high rejection rate observed for those papers perhaps indicate that researchers in these countries prefer to send their best papers to American journals.
Comparing Tables 6 and 7 , it is clear that papers coming from outside Europe are mainly coming from countries in which academic institutions are still poorly structured and/or financed. We are sorry to say that, although we received many papers from such countries and in spite of our willingness to help colleagues doing good work under poor conditions, we have only been able to accept very few of these papers.
Industry papers
Industry papers consist of case studies, state-of-the-art papers on the applications of OR techniques or considerations on the practice of OR in industry. We published two papers in this section in volumes 10-12 (down from four in volumes 7-9 and six in volumes 4-6): one of them originates from the United States of America and the other one from the United Arab Emirates. Both are 25 pages long. These papers were reviewed like plain research papers.
Unfortunately, the number of industry papers 4OR manages to attract remains small and even decreases.
Education papers
Education papers aim at giving an up-to-date exposition of classical OR problems and techniques that are frequently used in OR courses, or casting them in a new light. 4OR publishes very few education papers, and in the period 20122014 we did not publish any education paper.
PhD Thesis abstracts
The journal publishes abstracts of PhD theses defended in Belgium, France or Italy, or by Belgian, French or Italian nationals studying abroad. These abstracts are published under the responsibility of the thesis adviser, who is supposed to send an email to the handling editor (Leo Liberti) confirming that the he or she agrees with the abstract. So far, we published all abstracts that satisfy these requirements, although we retain the right to change this in the future.
In the period 2012-2014, we received 29 PhD abstracts, six of which were rejected insofar as they did not satisfy the above requirements. Of the remaining 23, 6 (26 %) come from Italy or are authored by an Italian national abroad, 12 (52 %) come from France, and 4 (17 %) from Belgium.
